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Abstract
Background
Antimicrobials are only indicated in acute childhood diarrhea when the infection is invasive (and therefore
often bloody), or persistent. Rapid and cost-effective screening for invasive diarrhea at the point of care
can therefore inform treatment decisions. Multiple rapid fecal occult blood testing (FOBT) kit brands are
widely available in Nigeria. This study aimed to compare the diagnostic utility of locally procurable FOBT
kits in invasive infantile diarrhea to the innovators product, using fecal microscopy as the gold standard.
Materials and Methods
Fecal specimens from 46 children under 5 years old with diarrhea, being collected as part of ongoing case-
control studies, were tested according to manufacturers’ instructions for each of five FOBT Kkits. Fecal
microscopy for occult blood, and culture for bacterial pathogens were also performed concomitantly using
standard procedures.
Results
Stool microscopy confirmed almost ubiquitous presence of white blood cells in stool from children with
diarrhea, whereas red blood cells were less commonly detected. A positive FOBT reaction was only seen
when red blood cells were present at more than trace levels and was partially correlated with the presence
of a potentially invasive pathogen. Each of the five FOBT kits tested showed 54-61% sensitivity, 87-90%
specificity, and acceptable positive- and negative- predictive values for invasive diarrhea.
Conclusions
Four inexpensive, locally available kits identified invasive pediatric diarrheas showed reasonable
performance for detecting likely invasive diarrhea and performed similarly to the more difficult-to-procure
innovator’s product. FOBT kits are a rapid option for presumptive diagnosis of invasive diarrhea, are a

viable alternative to stool microscopy for paediatric specimens at the point-of-care, and could serve as early

warning indicators for dysentery outbreaks.
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Introduction

Infectious acute diarrhea can be life -hreatening in children [1,2] and hence requires prompt diagnosis and
management. Most diarrhea infections are self-resolving with rehydration being the principal intervention
required [3]. The decision to use antimicrobials when indicated is best informed by stool microscopy,
culture, and susceptibility tests. These tests require trained laboratory personnel and, in the case of culture,
take a few days to complete [4]. Inevitably, initial therapeutic choices are not always the most appropriate,
which can cause delays in instituting the right treatment or promote antimicrobial use when not indicated.
A rapid and cost-effective screening process to identify likely invasive infections at the point-of-care is thus
expedient. This is particularly true in Nigeria where diarrhea is an important cause of childhood illness and
death and where antimicrobial overuse places the entire population at high risk of the consequences of
antimicrobial resistance [5,6,7]. A range of conditions, including gastrointestinal cancers, malabsorption,
abdominal pain, constipation and iron deficiency anemia can result in gross or occult blood in stool but the
list of conditions includes shigellosis and other enteric invasive infections [8,9,10,11].

Blood in stool is ideally detected by microscopy but tests designed to detect haemoglobin are commonly
used as a diagnostic aid for carcinomas and invasive diarrhea [12]. These spot tests do not require trained
microscopists and are easy to perform. We observed that several brands of kits for these tests are available
on the Nigerian market. Previously, Bardhan et. al. [13] investigated the role of clinical features, fecal
microscopy (FM), and fecal occult blood testing (FOBT) in distinguishing invasive diarrheas from non-
invasive ones in Dhaka, Bangladesh. In that setting, the presence of visible blood in faeces was a reliable
indicator of invasive diarrhea. When gross blood could not be seen, occult blood was equivalently reliable,
unless a test kit with poor sensitivity was employed. Bardhan et al. [13] thus found that FOBT was a
valuable test in delineating non-bloody diarrhea in Dhaka, and this was comparable to fecal microscopy
outcomes. The aim of this study was to compare the diagnostic efficacy of locally procurable rapid fecal

occult blood test (FOBT) kits at identifying invasive infantile diarrhea in northern Ibadan, Nigeria with

fecal microscopy as the gold standard.
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Materials and Methods

Ethical considerations

Ethical approval for this work was obtained from the UI/UCH ethics committee (approval number
UI/EC/15/093). Study participants’ guardians provided written informed consent for their participation in
the study.

Fecal occult blood test

A total of four FOBT kits were evaluated in this study alongside the innovator’s product (Cromatest, Spain)
(Table 1). Forty-six (46) Fecal specimens from children below 5 years old with diarrhea, being collected as
part of a case-control study in our laboratory in Nigeria, were tested according to manufacturers’
instructions for each kit. A sample was either considered negative for FOBT if a single line is spotted on
the test strip or positive if two lines (one being the control line) was found on the test strip at the end of the
testing procedure. Diagnostic test efficacy was computed as described earlier [14].

Stool microscopy testing

Fecal microscopy for occult blood (the control assay for the FOBT tests), was done using wet mount method
[15] and culture for bacterial pathogens was also performed concomitantly using standard procedures.
Bacteria culture and biochemical testing

Bacterial culture of stool specimens was performed using standard methods as described by Murray et al.,
1995 while biochemical identification of strains was carried out using Microbat 12B, 12E and 24E Kkits.
Molecular identification of pathogen subtypes were performed by polymerase chain reaction (PCR), as
described previously [16,17]. Briefly, isolate DNA was extracted aseptically using the Wizard Genomic
Extraction kit (Promega). Polymerase chain reaction(PCR) for enteropathogenic, enterotoxigenic,
enteroinvasive, enteroaggregative and Shiga-toxin-producing E. coli, and for Salmonella enterica using the
methods described earlier [18,19] Identified pathotypes were confirmed by Whole genome sequencing

using I[llumina platform. Raw reads quality check, assembly, assembly quality check and speciation was
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done according to Akinlabi et al.,, 2022. Sequence data were submitted to ENA and are available from

ENA https://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/browser/home and Genbank https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/genbank/ as

Bioproject PRJIEB8667.

Data analysis

Data from FOBT assays for each kit were analyzed by comparing outcomes to microscopic data and
subsequently estimating sensitivity, selectivity, positive and negative predictive values using standard
formulae. Statistical testing was also performed by the Fisher’s Exact Test in Epilnfo Software.

FOBT kit specificity, sensitivity, positive predictive values, and negative predictive values were computed

using the following formulae:

fici True negatives
SpeC1 1city = True negative + False positive

%100

. True positive
Sen51t1V1ty " True positive + False negative

%100

True positive

o - _ o
Positive predictive value = 7~ positive + False positive 100

. L. True negative
Negative predictive value = x 100

True negative + False negative
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Table 1: Preliminary information on the five FOBT Kits investigated

Brand of kit Country of Kit components Non-kit Price Storage
manufacture (Extraction components per unit recommend-
buffer, test strip, required in 2017 ation
reaction cups) (69
Cromatest™ Spain 2 2 600 2-30°C
Abon China 3 2 360 2-30°C
Diaspot Indonesia 3 2 360 2-30°C
LabACON China and Canada 3 2 280 2-30°C
MICROPOINT  USA 2 3 280 2-30°C

*Innovator’s product
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Results

Diagnostic efficacy of FOBT Kkits evaluated

The five kits tested used an easy-to-follow protocol executable in 4-7 minutes using 2-3 kit components
and user-supplied sterile swab sticks (Table 1). All tests gave control line results so that none of the test
strips used had to be invalided. As shown in Figure 1, a positive result was easy to call for each kit. Twelve
(12) of 46 (26.1%) specimens examined gave positive FOBT outcomes with the innovator's kit (Cromatest),
eight of which were also positive by stool microscopy (Table 2). All kits evaluated had comparable
specificity with the innovator product (Cromatest), with Diaspot exhibiting slightly higher specificity than
the other kits tested, including Cromatest (Table 3). The negative and positive predictive values for the kits

were also comparable (Table 3). LabACON and Abon were however insufficiently sensitive compared to

the innovator and the other generics Kkits tested (Table 3).
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Table 2: Microscopy, FOBT outcomes and aetiologic agents

Sample MICROSCOPY o Invasive Non
code (number of cells 2 - % &« | pathogens invasive
per field) = o | & 2 8 identified pathogens
RBC  WBC Occult 8 Bl 8| S| 2 identified
blood | @4 < | A | 4 =
LWDO16 |>20 > 20 + + |+ |+ |+ |+ |EIEC Nil
CHDO048 |>20 8-10 + + |+ |+ |+ |+ | Salmonella. Nil
Durham
CHDO079 10-15 | >20 + + |+ |+ [+ |+ [Nil Nil
CHDO043 10-12 | 5-6 + + |+ |+ |+ |+ | Shigella Nil
serogroup
AB, CDEC
CHDO056 6-8 >20 + + |+ |+ |+ |+ | Yersinia Nil
enterocolitica
CHDO054 | 2-3 1-2 + + |+ |+ |+ |+ | Yersinia
ruckeri
CHDO052 1-2 4-6 - + |+ |+ |+ |+ [Nil Nil
CHDO51 2-3 2-3 + + |- + |- + | Nil Nil
LLDO035 1-2 2-3 + |+ |- + |+ | Salmonella Nil
- Elizabethville
CHDO067 | 4-5 12-15 |+ - - - - - EIEC Nil
CHDO086 1-2 >2(0) - - - - - - | Nil EAEC
CHDO087 | 2-3 >20 + - - - - - Nil Nil
LLDO039 1-2 10-20 | - - - - - - | Nil Nil
CHD101 2-3 >20) + - - - - - Nil Nil
LWDO042 | 0-2 - - - - - - Salmonella Nil
15-20 Riverside
CHD102 | 0-2 >20 - + |+ |+ [+ [+ [Nil EAEC
CHD103 2-3 >2(0) + - - - - - | Nil Nil
CHD104 1-2 8-10 - - - - - - Nil Nil
CHD105 3-4 >20 + + |+ |+ |+ |+ [Nil Nil
CHD106 | 0-2 >20) - + |+ |+ [+ |+ [Nil Nil
CHD107 | 2-3 >20 + - - - - - | Nil Nil
CHD108 1-2 15-20 | - - - - - - | Nil EAEC
CHD109 1-2 15-20 | - - - - - - Nil Nil
MNDO006 | 0-2 CDEC (1) ETEC
CHDO10 (ST)
CHDO045
CHDO61 8->20 | - - - - - -
CHDO008 | 0-2 Y. ruckeri (1) | EAEC (8)
CHDO11
CHDO13
CHDO14
CHDO15
CHDO049
CHDO050
CHDO057 0-8 - - - - - -
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CHDO060
CHDO062
CHDO075
CHDO85
LKDO008
LLHO31

LWDO010
LWDO015
LWDO029
LWDO030
LWDI11

EPEC = enteropathogenic E. coli, EIEC = enteroinvasive E. coli, ETEC = enterotoxigenic E. coli, STEC =

Shiga toxin-producing E. coli, EAEC = enteroaggregative E. coli, which is only sometimes invasive [20].

Of the bacterial pathogens detected, Shigella and enteroinvasive E. coli (EIEC), Salmonella and Yersinia,
spp. can produce dysenteric or invasive infections, while enterotoxigenic (ETEC) and enteropathogenic E.
coli (EPEC) typically do not. The enteroaggregative E. coli (EAEC) pathotype is highly heterogenous and
believed to comprise invasive and non-invasive strains however most isolates are believed to be non-
invasive. In this study, thirteen of the 46 specimens yielded at least one bacterial pathogen, with five of the
children from which these specimens were derived suffering mixed infections. Potentially invasive
diarrheal pathogens were detected in nine of the 46 samples tested. Occult blood was detected by
microscopy in six of the nine samples from which an invasive bacterial pathogen and six of the cases where
no invasive bacterium was detected (p=0.01).

When we compared the performance of FOBT test kits to microscopy, we found that Cromatest, the
innovator's product, had a sensitivity and specificity of 61.5 and 87.1% for occult blood detection
respectively, compared to microscopy (Table 3). As shown in Table 3, two of the cheaper products that are
readily available in Nigeria (Diaspot and Micropoint) performed as well as the innovator product, with
Diaspot showing slightly higher specificity. Abon and LabACON were as specific as Cromatest, but slightly

less sensitive.
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Table 3: Diagnostic efficacy of FOBT Kits used (presuming that >2 RBCs per field indicates occult

blood)
FOBT Kit Positives Negatives  Sensitivity  Specificity ~ Positive Negative
(%) (%) predictive predictive
value (%) value (%)
Cromatest 12 32 61.54 87.10 66.67 84.38
Abon 11 33 53.85 87.10 63.64 81.82
Diaspot 11 33 61.54 90.32 72.73 84.85
LabACON 11 33 53.85 87.10 63.64 81.82
Micropoint 12 32 61.54 87.10 66.67 84.38
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Discussion
Unless gross blood or mucus are seen in stools, delineating childhood diarrheas as potentially dystenteric
gastrointestinal episodes, which require antimicrobials, is difficult on the basis of clinical signs and
symptoms alone. A conventional approach to rapidly detect occult blood in stool by microscopy, which
can be performed in under an hour but is tedious, requires trained personnel and uses resources also used
for malaria testing in our setting. Culture can identify invasive bacterial pathogens at slightly higher
throughput but takes 2- 3 days and additionally also requires skilled-labour. We sought to identify a quick,
cheap and reliable approach that can be inexpensively implemented in health centres in Nigeria and similar
settings irrespective of whether a medical laboratory scientist is available.
The innovator’s FOBT kit is intermittently available in Nigeria and costlier than competitor products. We
identified four generic FOBT test kits, which could be procured within Ibadan, Nigeria, a non-coastal city,
without an international airport. In our evaluation, all five kits gave similar results and compared
reasonably well with the gold standard, expert microscopy.
A large number of potentially invasive bacterial pathogens was detected by culture in the specimens and in
six of these nine cases, a positive FOBT result was obtained with any kit. Even though we did not seek
protozoal parasites that can elicit blood in stool, significantly higher number of specimens with positive
FOBT outcomes had potentially invasive pathogens. Based on our findings, occult blood tests can play a
role in identifying diarrheal cases requiring antibacterial therapy when more in-depth lab testing is
unavailable. On the average, it takes 4 - 7 minutes to conduct test per specimen using any of the 5 FOBT
kits. In 2017-18, each of these kits cost average of N 30 ($ 0.065) at current exchange rates ($1 at N 460.28).
The cost and total time taken from sample processing to result demonstrate that FOBT test are fast, cheap,
and easy to run.
Our evaluation has some limitations. Because we wished to comparatively evaluate several kits, only a

small number of specimens could be screened. The number of specimens that could be evaluated was

additionally constrained by Cromatest (the innovator’s product) stock outs. Additionally, we did not seek
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viral or protozoal pathogens, or Campylobacter species and many of these can produce invasive disease.
However, even with these limitations, the data appear to suggest that fecal occult blood tests have
significant value in delineating children with potentially invasive diarrhea, who should receive antibacterial
therapy, and that generic products are functionally equivalent for this purpose to the innovator’s product.

Using these kits at the point-of-care in institutions where laboratory testing would normally be unavailable

could help to improve patient care and contain antimicrobial resistance.

Conclusion

FOBT kits are rapid, cost effective and valuable screening processes for quick diagnosis of diarrhea. They
are viable alternatives to stool microscopy for paediatric specimens at the point-of-care. Inexpensive,
locally available kits perform similarly to the more difficult-to-procure innovator’s product. If used
routinely, FOBTs could avoid unnecessary empiric antimicrobial prescription and could also be an early

warning indicator for outbreaks due to invasive pathogens.
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Figure legend

Figure 1: Positive test results for the five FOBT Kkits tested

(a) CROMATEST, (b) Abon, (c) Diaspot, (d) LabACON and (e) Micropoint
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